Female chimpanzees, Pan troglodytes, are usually depicted as sexually submissive and bound by male coercion, because males are able to monopolize oestrous females, limiting a female's options for mate choice. We present behavioural data from a group of wild chimpanzees during a rare period in which up to 10 females cycled simultaneously, which prevented males from monopolizing oestrous females, thus changing the dynamic of male-female sexual interactions. Overall, we found that nulliparous and parous females employed different copulation calling strategies, reflecting their relative reproductive attractiveness and social standing within the community. Male partner rank, copulation duration and dominant male audience further influenced calling behaviour, and there was a nonsignificant trend for females to increase calling as the number of cycling females increased. We conclude that female chimpanzees are capable of adjusting their copulation calling flexibly, by taking into account their own sexual attractiveness, to incite male competition.
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Sexual selection theory predicts an interplay between two main forces, mate competition and mate choice (Darwin, 1871; Trivers, 1972) . In most systems, females are the limiting sex, which results in males becoming competitors and females being able to choose. Males tend to compete using overt aggressive strategies, as found in many taxa from salamanders, Plethodon cinereus (Jaeger, Gillette, & Cooper, 2002) to elephants, Loxodonta africana (Poole, 1989) . Aggression can also be directed at oestrous females in the form of sexual coercion to achieve matings (Smuts & Smuts Thompson, Kahlenberg, & Wrangham, 2011; Muller, Thompson, & Wrangham, 2006; Wrangham & Muller, 2009) . As a counterstrategy to coercion, chimpanzee females sometimes tactically initiate sexual interactions with high-ranking males (Pieta, 2008) , suggesting that they can modify their mating behaviour to some degree for their own reproductive benefit. In some chimpanzee populations, female choice appears to be the dominant mating strategy (Matsumoto-Oda, 1999; Stumpf & Boesch, 2005 , 2006 , 2010 , which may be related to the steepness of the male dominance hierarchy (Kaburu & Newton-Fisher, 2015a). Here, it has been argued that in communities in which males differ little in competitive power they are unable to exert direct coercion but instead attempt to bias female choice, for example through grooming (Kaburu & Newton-Fisher, 2015b) .
Generally, however, female chimpanzees are widely viewed as the more solitary and passive sex. In contrast to the extensive data on male-male mating competition, relatively little is known on how female chimpanzees, or indeed any female primates, take other female competitors into account during mating (Stumpf & Boesch, 2006; Townsend, Deschner, & Zuberbühler, 2008) . Competition from other females may be especially grave for nulliparous females in the face of male preference for older, parous females. Femalefemale competition is generally hard to detect as it tends to manifest in ways not directly associated with mating success: for example, through physical aggression, resource manipulation, infanticide or reproductive suppression of others (reviewed by Stockley & Bro-Jørgensen, 2011) . In great apes and humans, for
